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It is really difficult to -understand what special
merit attaches to unity. Germany points proudly
to the complete absence of differences among her
citizens. Contempt is openly expressed for a
country like the United States where diversity of
opinion is most clearly apparent. In Germany,
it is moral error to doubt the rightness of her cause.
It is certainly dangerous to resist the sovereign
mandate to sacrifice all to her need. Yet there is
clearly grave danger in her attitude. 'The man,'
Lord Acton wrote, 'who prefers his country before
every other shows the same spirit as the man who
surrenders every right to the State. They both
deny that right is superior to authority.'
In fact, there is real moral insufficiency in any
theory of the State which impresses upon its
members the need for any consistent uniformity
of outlook. The fact that no one in Germany
doubts her rightness in sinking, for example, the
Lusitania, does not morally, or even politically,
justify her position in that regard. It is simply
evidence that in Germany to-day necessity has
exacted the sacrifice of right to authority. Faith
there is more urgent than thought. We prefer a
country where the sovereignty is distributed,
where the richness of the corporate lives is insur-
ance against such sterility of outlook. The
Austinian theory of sovereignty, ungenial enough
even in its abstract presentation, would as a fact
breed simple servility were it capable of practical
application. There can be no servility in a State